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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the Amendment submitted/entered with filing of 
RCE on May 27, 2005. 

2. The pending claims 1 , 4-13, 16-25, 28-37, 40-48, and 49-82 are examined herein as 
follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

3. Claims 1,11-13, 23-25, 35-37 and 47-49, 51, 53, 55, 57, 58, 67-70, and 79-82 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Benton et al. (USPN: 
5,675,756) hereinafter Benton in view of Paterson et al. (USPN: 6,069,629) 
hereinafter Paterson. 

With regard to claims 1 , 13, 25 and 37: 

As per claims 1 (method), 13 (system), 25 (computer program), and 37 
(computer readable medium); Benton teaches a method substantially as claimed. 
Benton discloses a method for leading a user through a program procedure on a 
computer to accomplish at least one of loading, installation, migration, fallback, 
remioration. and updated tasks of a program as the technique of represents process 
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graphic editing within an MCUI 300 for creating and modifying the system and 
application database 100, 130, respectively. The user 80 can direct the processor 
portion 50 in Fig. 2 to pull the process graphic editor software into the processor 50 for 
use bv the user 8Q. Thus in Fig. 4 represents the processor 50 with the process graphic 
52 running. The process graphic editor 52 allows the user to create, modify, and delete 
graphic display files 134. When the graphic display editor 52 is running, information 
within the system and application database 100. 1 30 can be accessed and 
chanoedfsee column 7, lines 47-57), 

Benton further teaches "displaying a window to the user providing information 
regarding parameters of the program used by the program for its internal operation" is 
taught by Benton as the technique of MCUI (Monitoring Control User Interface) 300 (see 
Fig. 2) in order to include the physical devices 20, 30, 40 within the application 
database. The physical devices 20, 30, 40 can be directly coupled to a process control 
device PCD 92 (see column 6, lines 16-24) wherein physical device 30 has several 
parameters 32, 34, 36, 38 associated with it (see column 6, lines 35-36), when the user 
enters point 1 36 for a multi-parameter physical device 30, the user only needs to select 
the pointgroup template 1 12 for the multi-parameter physical device.. The point 
template 1 1 1 can be chosen from a point dialogue screen (see column 8, lines 14-22) 
wherein a user could create an on/off switch from graphical symbols placed into a 
software by the designers in order for the user to create a graphical switch for 
monitoring and/or controlling the physical switch within the control structure (see column 
2, lines 29-33). 
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Benton, however, does not clearly teach that the limitation of "transferring the user 
from the window to a parameter input window associated with one of the parameters 
selected by the user to be set or changed, wherein the user provides information in the 
parameter input window to set or changes the value of the parameter, the parameter 
input window being the only location where the parameters need to be set or changed." 

Paterson on the other hand teaches the limitation of transferring the user from the 
window to a parameter input window associated with one of the parameters selected by 
the user to be set or changed, wherein the user provides information in the parameter 
input window to set or changes the value of the parameter, the parameter input window 
being the only location where the parameters need to be set or changed as the 
technique of the diagram object 54 Fig. 3 may include state, function, modifier and links 
objects which are represented respectively by state nodes, function nodes, modifier 
icons within the diagram window. The objects 56-64, each defined respective windows 
(or panels) which are overlaid on a diagram window to present selected information 
regarding the modeled system, and to facilitate user interaction with the model (see 
column 4, lines 39-46 and Fig. 3), Fig. 23 shows a GUI 440, which includes a diagram 
window 442 in which the simulation model 430 is displayed. The GUI 440 further 
comprises a first access panel 444, which includes parameter information and working 
values for parameters relating to the birth and death rates of the predators within the 
simulation model 430. The second access panel 446 is shown to include parameter 
identification and working values for parameters relating to starting population of both 
predators and prey within a simulation model 430 (see column 21 , lines 6-15), and in 
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order to accommodate the need to view and access a user-selected group of 
parameters within a simulation model, the present invention providing a mechanism by 
which a modeler can create group of parameters "aliases" within windows or panels that 
can be overlaid, or displayed along side, a diagram window and that are distinct from 
the diagram panel (see column 13, lines 29-35) a value for at least one of the object 
parameters is then inputted by a user via the access panel (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the limitation of transferring the user from the window to 
a parameter input window associated with one of the parameters selected by the user to 
be set or changed, wherein the user provides information in the parameter input window 
to set or changes the value of the parameter, the parameter input window being the only 
location where the parameters need to be set or changed by Paterson for that of 
Benton's invention. By doing so, the system would be enhanced by providing better edit 
tools in term of easy access panel which distinct from diagram window in order allowing 
user to edit, update and control desired parameter(s) based on user desired manner. 

With regard to claims 57, 69, 81 and 82: 

The remaining independent claims, while not necessary identical in scope, contain 
limitations similar to the above independent claims. In addition to the above 
independent claims, the language of claims 57, 69, 81 and 82 includes "wherein said at 
least one of said loading, installation, migration, fallback, remigration, and update tasks 
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relate to installing or updating the program within a context of an operating system" 
this limitation too is rendered by the teaching of Benton and Peterson. For example, as 
illustrated in Fig. 4 of Paterson, representation of the interaction between software 
illustrated in Fig. 3 and GUIs operation on various software platforms (see column 2 
lines 58-40) and GUI (WINDOWS 98/NT)82 and GUI (HTML/JAVA) 84 (see Fig. 4) are 
disclosed. 

With regard to claims 11, 23, 35, 47, 67 and 79: 

As per claims 1 1 (method), 23 (system), 35 (computer program), and 47 
(computer readable medium), Benton teaches the invention substantially as claimed. 
Benton, however, does not disclose the limitation of 11 preventing the user from selecting 
to set or change a value of the parameter for at least one of the parameter" Paterson 
discloses the limitation of preventing the user from selecting to set or change a value of 
the parameter for at least one of the parameter as the technique of using button 
CANCEL to prevent user from set or change parameter (see Fig.5) and the baseline 
value is specified by the original builder of a simulation model in which the relevant 
parameter is utilized, and can not be modified directly by a user(see column 5 lines 49- 
52). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to include the limitation of preventing the user from selecting to 
set or change a value of the parameter for at least one of the parameter by Paterson for 
that of Benton's invention. By doing so, the system would be enhanced by providing 
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security tools to system itself in order to insure the system work properly based on 
designer's specification. 

With regard to claims 12, 24, 36, 48, 68 and 80: 

As per claims 12 (method), 24 (system), 36 (computer program), and 48 (computer 
readable medium), the limitation of wherein "a parameter must be modified' is taught 
by Benton as the technique of represents process graphic editing within an MCUI 300 
for creating and modifying the system and application database 100, 130, respectively. 
The user 80 can direct the processor portion 50 in Fig. 2 to pull the process graphic 
editor software into the processor 50 for use by the user 80. Thus in Fig. 4 represents 
the processor 50 with the process graphic 52 running. The process graphic editor 52 
allows the user to create, modify, and delete graphic display files 1 34. When the graphic 
display editor 52 is running, information within the system and application database 1 00. 
130 can be accessed and chanaedfsee column 7, lines 47-57). These claims are 
therefore rejected for the reason as set forth above. 

4. Claims 49, 51 , 53, 55, 58, and 70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Benton et at. (USPN: 5,675,756) hereinafter Benton in view of 
Paterson et al. (USPN: 6,069,629) hereinafter Paterson and further in view of 
Massaro et al. (USPN: 5,535,321) hereinafter Massaro. 

With regard to claims 49, 51 , 53, 55, 58, and 70: 

Benton-Paterson disclose the invention substantially as claimed. Benton- 

Paterson, however, do not disclose the limitation of prior to the displaying a window to 

the user, the user is provided with at least two interaction path options, a first one of the 
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interaction path option being a non-expert path and a second one of the interaction path 
option being an expert path. 

Massaro on the other hand discloses the limitation of the user is provided with at 
least two interaction path options, a first one of the interaction path option being a non- 
expert path and a second one of the interaction path option being an expert path as the 
technique of assistance level window 26 is utilized, in accordance with the method and 
apparatus of the present invention, to permit a user to identify the current level of 
assistance, or complexity specified for the function identified within function identifier a 
desired level of complexity for the function identified within function 
identifier 24(see column 3 line 64 to column 4 line 7 and also see Fig. 3) and multiple 
user interfaces are established for selected functions within a multiple function 
application. Each of the multiple user interfaces preferably has a different level of 
complexity. User profiles for selected users within the data processing system are then 
utilized to specify desired level of complexity for particular functions for each selected 
user (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to pre-implement the limitation of the user is provided with at 
least two interaction path options, a first one of the interaction path option being a non- 
expert path and a second one of the interaction path option being an expert path by 
Massaro into that of Benton-Paterson's combined invention. By doing so, the system 
would be enhanced by supplying users with both expert and non-expert paths wherein 
user can select optional path based on user's skill level. 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed May 27, 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. In the Remarks section, the applicant states that the program 
parameters recited in the claim "are not data", but instead are parameters used by the 
program for its internal operation. In contrast to the applicant's alleged argument, the 
claims language does not read that the program parameters recited in the claim " are 
not data" , but instead are parameters used by the program for its internal operation. 
Even assuming the claim recite the parameters are not data, Benton and Paterson's 
combined invention teach such parameters used by the program for its internal 
operation as recited in the invention. For example Benton and Peterson disclose 
assigning a value to the at least one parameter (i.e., variable) (Peterson, column 17, 
lines 15-54, column 18, lines 10-63). Benton and Paterson also disclose changing 
parameter as a set of object parameters of the simulation model are identified for 
inclusion within the access paneL.A value for at least one parameter of the set of 
object parameters is then received via the access panel (Peterson, column 2, lines 
32-38). The Applicant also mentioned that the amendment is in view of the Board 
decision. In contrast to the applicant's point of view, no where in page 8 suggests or 
hints or supports applicant's added limitation, the program used bv the program for its 
internal operation . The added limitation is taught by Benton and Peterson as similarly 
decided by the Board. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
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6. Claims 50 (including its dependent claims 4-10), 52(including its dependent 
claims 16-22), 54 (including its dependent claims 28-34), 56 (including its dependent 
claims 40-46), and 59 (including its dependent claims 60-66), and 71 (including its 
dependent claims 72-78) are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The prior arts of record fail to anticipate or make obvious the claimed invention. 
Specially, the prior arts fail to teach, in combination with the remaining limitation of 
wherein prior to displaying a window to the user, a choice window is displayed to the 
user, wherein the user is provided with at least two interaction path options, a first one 
of the interaction path being a non-expert and a second one of the interaction being an 
expert path and wherein, when the user has selected the non-expert path, the window 
is an information window. 

Conclusion 

7. Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior arts of 
record in the body of this action for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and Figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the response, to 
consider fully the entire references as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior arts or disclosed 
by the examiner. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Tadesse Hailu . whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4051 . The Examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 10:30 - 7:00 ET. If attempts 
to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, John 
Cabeca, can be reached at (571) 272-4048 Art Unit 2173. 

9. An inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-3900. 

Examiner Tadesse Hailu 
Art Unit 21 73 - Operator Interface 
1/27/06 




